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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 September 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 22-27 and 39 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 22-27 and 39 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 2 September 2008 has been entered. 

Claims 22-27 and 39 are pending and under consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 22-27 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 
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Independent claim 22, from which all other claims ultimately depend, recites the 
limitation "completely encompassing a fluorescent globe" in line 3. The term "completely" as 
added by the amendment is treated as new matter as the specification. The specification teaches 
"encompassing at least a lengthwise portion of a globe" and "substantially all of the fluorescent 
globe." However, support is not found by the examiner for "completely encompassing" as recited 
by the amended claim. 

The examiner suggests that one approach to overcoming this rejection, which would have 
support in the specification, is found on page 8 of specification. Lines 17-19, teach "the sleeve 
may be maintained at a standardized distance from the fluorescent globe along the length of the 
globe." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 22-27 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baillie et al, WO 02/075205, in view of Vakil, US 5,634,820 and in view of . 

Baillie teaches: 
As to claim 22: 
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Page 2, lines 5-10, teach that the light fittings are used in proximity to an artificial light 
source and comprise a luminescent material which is charged by the light emitted by the 
light source and which emits light when the light source is extinguished. This is held to 
teach that the luminescent material satisfies the limitation of a phosphor of the instant 
invention. 

Page 4, line 20 through page 5, line 7, teach that the light fittings of Baillie include light 
and lamp shades, light reflectors, light bulbs, light tubes including fluorescent light tubes, 
covers of light sources, strip light protective sleeves. The passage additionally teaches 
that the articles can be covered in part or in their entirety. 

Page 5, lines 11-13 , teach the light fitting can be in proximity to the light source. This is 
held to encompass being spaced from the light source. 

Page 6. lines 1 2 through page 7. line 7. teach that the base material should preferably be 
of high clarity to allow transmission of light. The passage additionally teaches that the 
luminescent material can be incorporated into the base material or can be provided as a 
film or coating upon the base material. 

Page 11, lines 9-15, teach the fitting providing connection pins for a fluorescent tube. 
Baillie does not teach: 

Baillie does not provide a teaching of friction fit end piece as part of a sleeve 
encompassing a fluorescent tube. However, Baillie does provide a fluorescent tube in 
which the mounting (i.e. the fitting of Baillie) encompasses the tube by being integral 
with the tube and provides connection pins for the fluorescent tube as part of the 
mounting. Baillie also teaches sleeves which can encompass a light tube. 
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Bailie also does not teach an equidistant spacing from the fluorescent tube. However, 
Bailie teaches protective sleeves and spaced in proximity to the tube. 
Vakil teaches: 

Claims 5 and 10, column 7, lines 48-51, figure 2 , teach a friction fit end cap to a 
fluorescent light fixture. 
Motivation: 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a sleeve 
encompassing a light tube as taught by Baillie which employs friction fit end pieces such 
as taught by Vakil, which allow the connection pins of the light tube of Baillie to 
penetrate to allow connection to a socket as taught by Baillie so as to enable the 
application of the sleeve, which can encompass up to the entire tube, to a light tube by 
providing an opening in the sleeve and end pieces for completely encompassing the tube 
once the tube has been inserted into the sleeve thus providing a means to use the 
frictional attachment of the end cap to secure the sleeve upon the light fixture. 
As to claims 23-25: 

Page 5, line 14 through page 6, line 2, teaches the fitting can be formed from various base 
materials including glass and plastics. Examples of suitable plastics include acrylics, 
polyolefins such as polypropylene, polystyrene and polycarbonate. 
As to claims 26 and 27: 

Page 3, lines 4-9, teach that the luminescent material is preferably a rare earth metal such 
as europium. Additionally, the luminescent material preferably also comprises an alkaline 
earth metal, which is preferably strontium. 
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Page 6, lines 5-11, teach that the preferred embodiment of the luminescent material 
comprises europium or dysprosium preferably in combination with strontium oxides or 
aluminates. It is held that one of ordinary skill in the art would at once envisage the 
luminescent material comprising strontium aluminate(s) and europium. 

Stob is added to the rejection to provide "equidistant spacing." 

Stob teaches: 

Column 2, lines 12-46, figures 4, 5, 6 , teach a sleeve for receiving a conventional 
fluorescent element which is closed off at opposite ends by end caps. The sleeve provides 
protection for the tube and assists in controlling the direction of the observed light output. 
The passage additionally teaches that the tube can be rotated relative to the element. The 
figures indicate a uniform spacing between the fluorescent tube and longitudinal sleeve 
wall. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a protective 
sleeve as taught by Stob as the base material to the sleeve of Baillie to provide protection 
to the fluorescent tube and to allow for control of the direction of emission of light from 
the fixture of Baillie as suggested by Stob. 



Response to Arguments 



6. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brett A. Crouse whose telephone number is (571)-272-6494. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald L. Tarazano can be reached on 571-272-1515. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
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